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Continuation of Substance of Interview including description of the general nature of what was agreed to if an 
agreement was reached, or any other comments: Mr. Laroy and Examiner Ouellette discussed some details included 
in Independent Claims 1-6, 16-18, and 28-29, that Mr Laroy believed were not shown in the prior art (DiRienzo et al.) - 
specifically where the "digital information is automatically downloaded from the camera when the camera is returned to 
the service station." Mr. Laroy and Examiner Ouellette discussed how the claims could be amended to show greater 
detail about the downloading step, to further increase the chances of patentability. 

Mr. Laroy and Examiner Ouellette also discussed the possiblity of incorporating additional details from the specification 
into the claims to further increase the probability of patentability - including: warrenty returns wording, mobility detail, 
real-time processing specifics, and automotive value chain specifics. 
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